Abstract. This research analyzes the influence of Bank Behavior, Financial Literacy on Financial Inclusion, Debt Behavior in Household Consumption. Using a purposive sampling method with 303 households. Data analysis and hypothesis test used in this research are SEM-WarpPLS, hence from this study, we found that banking behavior has significant influence to financial inclusion, a significant influence on debt behavior, and has a significant effect on household consumption. Also found simultaneous influence is R2 of 0.18 in financial inclusion, meaning financial inclusion can be explained by the banking behavior and financial literacy of 18%. R2 of 0.43 in debt behavior, meaning that debt behavior can be explained by banking behavior, financial literacy and financial inclusion by 43%. R2 is 0.14 in household consumption, meaning that household consumption can be explained by banking behavior, financial literacy, financial inclusion and debt behavior of 14%.
So in the life of a household, it is found that debt can contribute positively or negatively. The positive contribution of debt in domestic life refers to studies conducted by [28] found that debt contributes to encouraging household life toward the desired progress and well-being. Studies from Johnson and Li [18] found that debt can maintain and improve lifestyles. In the Muzeto study [29] that debt in the short run can increase household consumption and contribute to economic growth. Ultimately debt is an important and useful part of modern life when debt can be well managed [30] . From the results of this study it can be concluded that household debt behavior can bring households to a better standard of living when debt can be controlled, and households assume that debt is a liability that must be repaid and does not consider debt as a heavy burden borne, if the debt is considered as a load then somewhere when this load can be released or avoided the load.
While the negative contribution of debt in household life is more felt in the long-term period: increasing consumer spending [29] increasing household vulnerability with debt repayment conflict [31] lowering household consumption [32] lowered aggregate saving rates, many of which are deemed to be negatively related to long-term consumption growth [33] , [34] . Then the behavior of household debt can lead to various impacts for the household itself, that is, the economic impact is correlated with poverty or welfare, the social impact of social status is increased or excluded from society, as well as the psychological impact of having a high lifestyle or chronic stress [35] .
From the exposure of concepts and theories that have been described the researchers try to build the research hypothesis as follows:
1. Banking behavior positively affects financial inclusion 2. Banking behavior has a positive effect on debt behavior 3. Banking behavior has a positive effect on household consumption 4. Financial literacy has a positive effect on financial inclusion 5. Financial literacy has a positive effect on debt behavior 6. Financial literacy has a positive effect on household consumption 7. Financial inclusion has a positive effect on debt behavior 8. Financial inclusion has a positive effect on household consumption 9. Debt behavior has a positive effect on household consumption Through this research, the researcher tried to show the influence of bank behavior, financial literacy toward financial inclusion and household debt behavior, followed by process in this study through several stages namely; 1) introduction, 2) research methods, 3) results and discussion, 4) conclusions, limitations, future research suggestions.
Research Methods
The design of this research is survey research with purposive sampling method by using a sample of 303 respondents of the household unit in Pekanbaru City, Riau Indonesia. The sampling period is conducted from December 2017 to January 2018. Indicators of financial literacy refer to the study Kempson el at (2005) cited from Definite, SEADI and OJK [36] , Xiao and Wu [37] covering four dimensions: managing finances, forward financial planning, making choices in financial arrangements, and look for financial information developed in 9 indicators. The financial inclusion indicator used in this study refers to the limits issued by the World Bank, namely: Access, User, Quality, and Wealth [7] e. strongly disagree value 1, disagree value 2, simply agree value 3, agree value 4, strongly agree value 5. In the use of this gradation do not use neutral because in the life of the household only two choices of debt and no debt. Subsequent modeling, analysis, and hypothesis testing is done by using SEM-WarpPLS program.
Results and Discussion
After the research data inputted in the program SEM-warpPLS with 5 latent constructs then obtained the research model as follows: The size and model used to evaluate the relationship between the constructs is to use the general result output including: a) the criterion of good of fit average parth coefficient model of 0.213 significant value of P <0.001, b) average R-squared of 0.250 level significant value P <0.001, c) average variance inflation factor of 1.201 with the limit must be small from 5, meaning that the general terms in the model have been met. Furthermore, the assessment of reliability and validity of the indicator of the instrument, in the SEM warpPLS known as the outer model, the requirement that must be met on the convergent validity with loading  0.70 at the value of P <0.05 and the discriminant validity value should be lower than the construct [34] . Since the instruments in this model are self-evident, we use a reference factor of loading factor between 0.40 to 0.70 to be considered for this study [39] . While the limits for composite reliability and Cronbach's alpha with restrictions  0.70, for this study, can be seen in the following While in simultaneous effect shown by R-squared equal to 0.18 which means financial inclusion variance can be explained together by banking behavior and financial literacy equal to 18%, then R-squared equal to 0.433 which means a variance of debt behavior together can be explained by banking behavior, financial literacy, and financial inclusion by 43.3%. Furthermore, R-squared of 0.137, which means the variance of household consumption can be explained together can be explained by banking behavior, financial literacy, financial inclusion, and debt behavior by 14%.
Conclusions
This research analyzes the influence of banking behavior, financial literacy toward financial inclusion, debt behavior in household consumption. This research finds that: 1) banking behavior has a significant effect on financial inclusion, meaning that the loosening of banking behavior is wider the reach of financial inclusion in the community, 2) the banking behavior has a significant effect on household debt behavior, meaning the loosening of banking behavior the bigger the chance of the household for debt, 3) banking behavior has a significant negative effect on household consumption, which means that the more loosely the banking behavior the more acces and the user used by the household, the greater the burden borne by the household, 4) financial literacy has a significant effect on financial inclusion, the financial literacy of households is increasingly acces, users, financial services and banking enjoyed by households, 5) financial literacy in this study can not predict debt behavior, but still fulfill the theoretical assumption that is a negative sign on the coefficient path, meaning that the higher the financial literacy household, the less interest in debt, 6) financial literacy has a significant influence on household consump-tion, meaning that the higher the financial literacy the greater the opportunity to increase household consumption, 7) financial inclusion has significant effect on debt behavior, meaning that the higher the inclusion level the more significant the access to debt, 8) the financial inclusion has a significant negative effect on household consumption, which means increased inclusion of increase in debt, the burden in household is increasing, 9) debt behavior has a significant negative effect on household consumption, it means that the increase in debt is the increase of household expenses and debt must be repaid and the debt repayment reduces the level of household consumption, the results of this study are in line with the study of Baker [32] , Ekici and Dunn [33] , and Bunn [34] .
The barriers of financial inclusion are predicted to be derived from the bank's behavior, namely: a) expectations and predictions of formal financial institutions to households about the laxity of expected expansion of credit and profit, b) internal policies adopted by formal financial institutions such as KYC principles, prudential banking, and risk aversion can actually be a barrier to financial inclusion, c) the high or low capacity and awareness of debt-paying behavior of households, d) suspicion within certain limits and administrative requirements remains a constraint that will undermine household interest in relating to financial institutions. This research is only conducted from the demand side, for future research can be done on the supply side with SEM-AMOS or LISREL and other analysis tools.
